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Cprint a Fesponse
rocent

In otit
by Richard

](\(tua space -loday we
Salant of CBS News to our

editurial concerning the dispute between CBS News,

the Pentagon, Vice President Agnew, Congresstnan
Heber{, and now-—-as it scems—"The Washinglon
Tost. Tn time the U.N. may have to be called in,
but for now we would like, in a unilateral action,
to respond lo Mr. Salant's complaint, We think it
. s off the point, And swe think this is so becevse
T Mr. Salant invests the term “editing” with func-
tions and freedoms well Leyond anything we re-
gard as common or acceptable practice. Mr, Salant
taxes us wilh unfairly recommending two sets of
standards in these matters, one for the printed
press and anclher for the ‘electrenic, But he reads us
wrong. We were and are objecting o the fact that
specifically, <in relution to gquestion-gnd-ansicer se-
‘quences, two sels of stand’wds already- exist—and
that whal h¢ and others in television appear to
regard as simple “editing” secms {o us {o take an
excess of ‘unacknowledged liberties with the dirvect
quotations 0.’ the principals involved.

Before ve go into these, a word might he of usc
about the editorial practices (and malpractices)
cofnmon lo us both. Whan a public official er any-
one else issues o statcment or responds to a series
of questions in an inlerview, the printed media of
course exercise an cditorial judgment in deciding
which part and how much of that material to quole
or paraphrase or ignore. The analogy with TV's
time lhunitalions, for us, is the lmit on spuace: de-
ciding which of the half million words of news

= coming into this paper each day shall be among

thie 80,000 we have reom to print. Thus, “Viee Pres-
xdcnt Agnew said last night ... Mr. Agnew also said

"and soon; it is a foxmuIatlon basie to both the
dally paper and the televised newscast.

That bad and mislzading judgments can he made
by this newspaper In both our preseutation and
seleetion of such news goes without saying—-or at
least it did untit we started doing some public soul-
searchiug aboul it in this newspaper a good while
back. There is, for example, a distorting effect in

failing to report that certain stateiuents'were not,

unsolicited assertions hut respouses to a reporter’s
qm.shon But that we do not confuse the effort to
remedy" these defects with a waiving of our First
Amendment rights or a yielding up of editorial
prerogatives should also be obvious to readers of
this newspaper—=perhaps tediously so by now, What
we have In mind, however, when we talk of the
license taken by the electronic media in the name
of “ediling” is sumething quite different, something
this newspaper doe

of printing highly rearranged material in a Q-and-A

s nol approve and would not leap
“to defend il it were canght doing, It is the practice

‘sequence as if it were verbatim lext, withoul in-

dicating to the reader that changes had been made
and/or without giving the subject an opportunity
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It is, for instance, presonting es a diveet six-sen-

tenee guotation from a colon2l. a
posad of a first sentonce from page 53 of his
prepared text, followed by a second sénlence from
page 38, followed by a third znd fourlh from page
48, and a fifth from page 73, 2nd a sixth from page

“statement” com-

86, That occurred in “The Seliing of the Pentugon,”

and we do nol see why
difficult to grant that this type of procedure is 1)
not “editing” in any couventional semn
likely to undermine hoth the broadeus
and pullic confidence in tiat ClL’dll)lIl[\

’J‘l\c point here is th at” “The SLHm” of the
gon’
had actually been nmde-~\crutun‘--b) the Colonel:
TV ean and does simulaie a
in the way it conveys suck rearranged matevial.
Consider, again from. the same documentary, a
scquence with Dantel Z, Henkin, Assislant Q"crclqr\'
of Defense for Public Affairs This is how viewer
were showi Mr, Henkin andwering w question:

Roger Mudd: What about setr public displays of

military oqmnmcnt al slate fairs and shopping

cenfers? What purpoze does that serve?

Mr, Henking Well, T think #t serves the purpose

of informing the pubhc aboutt their armed forees.

1 belivve the Ameriean public hes the vight to

request fnformation about the armed forees, to

have speakers come Defore them, to ask ques-

tions, and to understand the necd for our armed
forces, why we ask far the funds {hat we do ask
for, how we spond {hese funds, what aic we
dom 2 about such problems as dif u ss——and we do
hmo a drtig problem in the armed forces; what

are we d\,llli‘.‘ about the resfal pmhlgm‘-—and we,
do have a raclal problem.  thinlk the public has
avelid right to ask us hoze questions.

This, on the other hand, is how Ar.
actually answered the quu;tmu

Ale. Henkin: Well, 1 taink & scrves the purpose

of im‘rmn_m:“ the public abeut their aved forees.

It also has the ancillavy benefit, T would how\,

of simulaling interest in r*"tmtmn as we mote

or try to move fo zero dfedt ealls a;x’ increased

reliance on volunteers for our armed forces. 1

think it is very importans that the Awmevican

Youllh have an oppovtu nily to learn about the

armed forces. -

The answer Mr. Henkin was shown to be giving
had bzen transposed Irom kis answer to another
guestion a coupic of pages afous in the transcribad,
Interview, and one that camwe oul of a sequence
dealing not just with wmilitars displays but also with
the availability of"militacy speakers, At that point
in the interview, roger \mirl asked Mr. [Tenkin
wheather the sort of thing he was now talking about
—- drug problems and raeisl problems-—was “the
sort of infovmation th at gels passed at state faivs
by sergeunts who are standirg nost to rockets.” To
which My, Henkin replied:

M, Henkine No, I didn't=-swouldn’t limit that to

sergeants standing nekl {o any kind of exhibiis

I knew--1 thou"m weswere dizcussing specches

Henkin
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Mr. Salant should find it:

and 21
s credibility

Penta-:
* presented this statement as if il were one that:

an impression of actuality
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